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BOOK REVIEWS 



Mausoleum und Tatenbericht des Augustus. By Ernst Kornemann. 
Leipzig: Teubner, 1921. Pp. iv+107. 

This interesting monograph contains in final form the author's argument 
for his thesis, first stated some years ago (cf. Klio, II, 141), that the Res 
Gestae of Augustus, as we have it, is made up of an original portion with 
successive additions and revisions; that this original portion was written 
at the time of the building of the Mausoleum; and that, short as it was, 
it formed an integral part of that monument. The Mausoleum was built 
in 28 B.C., and therefore the process of enlargement of the record extended 
over a period of more than forty years. 

The book is divided into four sections, in the first of which Kornemann 
discusses the Mausoleum itself. He regards it as very strange that so young 
a man as Caesar then was should build such a tomb, and attributes his action 
to both personal and political motives rather than to either alone, in par- 
ticular to his desire to glorify the gens Ivlia, as is shown by the name of the 
monument, tumulus Iuliorum. The description of the structure is good, 
although the present condition of the building and our meager information 
make certainty in many details impossible. In opposition to Thiersch, who 
believes that this monument was directly inspired by the mausoleum that 
Philopator erected for the body of Alexander and the ashes of the earlier 
Ptolemies, and to Altmann, who regards it as a development of the old 
Italian grave in tumulus form, Kornemann maintains that both influences 
can be traced in the structure, and in this he seems to be justified. 

The second section deals with the position of the inscription which, 
according to the view commonly held, was engraved on bronze tablets set in 
the wall of the Mausoleum on each side of its entrance. Kornemann, 
however, insists that it was cut on bronze pillars (pila, o-Trjkrj) which stood 
free from the building itself in front and on each side of the entrance. Such a 
position is more in harmony with his theory of a gradual increase in the 
length and content of the inscription. It must be admitted that this expla- 
nation agrees better with the language of the sources which, as a matter of 
fact, furnish no direct evidence for the current view. To the reviewer 
Kornemann's argument appears conclusive. 

The third chapter, the principal part of the work, contains a critical 
analysis of the text of the inscription, characterized by great ingenuity and 
learning, from which are drawn these conclusions: (1) The original portion 
(Urmonument) , the real res gestae or index rerum gestarum, was composed by 
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Octavian about the end of 29 b.c. and engraved on a pillar in front of the 
Mausoleum, which was soon completed. This Urmonument included chapters 
i-iv, with the exception of a few later corrections, such as numbers. (2) The 
largest part of the inscription was written by Augustus not later than 23 
B.C., and was then engraved on two stelae. Of this a revision with additions 
and corrections was made by Augustus in 12-11, to which further additions 
were made after 5 and after 2 b.c, and again not later than 7 a.d. After 
this date Augustus himself left the memorial record untouched, and that 
portion which deals with the events of his last years, and other necessary 
corrections, were inserted by Tiberius. 

The validity of these conclusions depends upon the cogency of the 
argument in numberless points of detail which cannot be discussed adequately 
within the limits of this notice. Some part of the treatment is open to 
controversy, and fact is not always distinguished from hypothesis, but on 
the whole Kornemann has been successful in proving his case and in estab- 
lishing beyond reasonable doubt his theory of successive revisions. The 
usefulness of this section would be vastly greater if the author had taken 
the trouble to insert a tabular view of the results of his analysis. 

Finally, Kornemann's view is that, as a literary form, the Res Gestae 
stands midway between biography and eulogy (elogium), differing from the 
former in being limited in content to what had been done in the service of 
the state, and from the latter in being written in prose. This new form, 
which sprang from these two native roots and possessed elements derived 
from both, exhibits two peculiarities, the use of the first person in the nar- 
rative, and the unusual arrangement of the subject-matter, both of which 
are the result of oriental and Hellenistic influences. In this, too, the reviewer 
finds himself in agreement with the author. 

This monograph is an important and substantial contribution, written 
in clear and attractive style, and in a critical spirit that is most commendable. 

S. B. P. 



W. S. Teuffels Geschichte der romischen Literatur. Siebente Auflage, 
unter Mitarbeitung von Erich Klostermann, Rudolf Leon- 
hard, und Paul Wessner, neu bearbeitet von Wilhelm Kroll 
und Franz Skutsoh. Zweiter Band, Die Literatur von 31 vor 
Chr. bis 96 nach Chr. Leipzig und Berlin: Teubner, 1920. 
Pp.341. Price, unbound, $0.70; bound, $1.05. 

The present revision is the second made by Professor Kroll and his 
colleagues, the first having appeared in 1910. The second volume, the 
first to be revised, had not been subjected to such a thorough revision as 
the third (1913) and later the first (1916), which were marked by an increas- 
ing independence of the old Teuffel-Schwabe. This difference no longer 



